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REMARKS 

1. Applicant thanks the Examiner for the Examiner's remarks and observations, 
which have greatly assisted Applicant in responding. 

2. 35U.S.C. §112 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph as being 
indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner alleges that claim 1 provides insufficient 
antecedent basis for the element "said means for making" in claim 4. Claim 4 is 
amended to omit the offending language. In its place, Applicant substitutes "said means 
for creating , which mirrors the language of claim 1. The present rejection is therefore 
overcome. 

3. 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claims 1-1.1 and 25-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1 and 25 are amended to comply with the 
USPTO's current understanding of 35 U.S.C. § 101. Accordingly, the present rejection 
is deemed overcome. 

4. 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1-6, 10, 12-16, 23, 25-34, 38-47, 49, 51-52, 55-57, 61-71, 75-83, 
85, 87-88, 91-92, 94 and 98-99 are rejected as being unpatentable over U.S. publication 
no. 2002/0023132 ("Tornabene") in view of U.S. publication no. 2003/0069874 
("Hertzog"). To describe the invention more clearly, Claims 1 and 12 are amended to 
incorporate the subject matter of claims 7 and 20. 

Claims 7 and 20 are rejected as-being unpatentable over Tornabene in view of 
Hertzog and further in view of U.S. publication no. 2001/0027472 ("Guan"). Applicant 
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respectfully disagrees. The Examiner acknowledges that there is no teaching or 
suggestion in the combination of Tornabene and Hertzog of: 

a publisher creating one or more views of a resource; 

designating a subscriber as a member of said publisher's community: 

creating groups within said publisher's community, each group being based on a 
predefined sharing relationship between said publisher and the community members of 
said each group: , 

announcing availability of one or more views of said resource to one or more 
subscribers of said network: 

designating a subscriber who subscribes one or more views of said resource to 
one or more of said groups: 

using at least one publisher-agent on behalf of said publisher to serve as a 
gateway for air of said publisher's software applications to send out announcements and 
process all reguests from subscribers and non-subscriber users: 

using at least one subscriber-agent on behalf of a community member of said 
publisher to serve as a gateway for all of said community member's software 

applications to process reguests from said publisher and other subscribers: and 

\ . . . 

delivering different views of said resource to one or more of said groups based 
on different sharing relationships . 

The Examiner relies on Guan, claims 17-21 as teaching or suggesting: 
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using at least one publisher-agent on behalf of said publisher to serve as a 
gateway for all of said publisher's software applications to send out announcements and 
process all requests from subscribers and non-subscriber users; 

using at least one subscriber-agent on behialf of a community member of said 
publisher to serve as a gateway for all of said community member's software 
applications to process requests from said publisher and other subscribers. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. Claims 17-21 merely describe one user 
requesting access to a second user's information, and the second user either granting 
or denyihg access to the Information. Additionally, a "request status" link in a web page 
allows the user to view the status of past requests for information. Thus, there is no 
" teaching or suggestion in Guan, claims 17-21 of the subject matter of claims 7 and 20. 

Additionally, the Examiner must consider a prior art reference in its entirety. 
MPEP § 2141 .02(V), citing W.L Gore & Associates, Inc. v. Garlock, Inc., 721 F.2d 1540, 
220 USPQ 303 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Consulting Guan's specification sheds further light on 
the subject matter of claims 17-21, As described at paragraph 0080 of Guan, a user 
creates a record of personal information on a web site. The user then creates a user 
ID and a password for his personal information. The user then disseminates the 
information to anyone to whom he wished to grant access to the web site. One wishing 
to access the user's record of personal information enters the authentication credentials 
and is granted access to the user's personal information record. Thus, there is no 
publisher agent or subscriber agent . The publisher simply creates an account on a web 
server that controls access to the publisher's personal information record and creates 
authentication credentials. Those in possession of the authentication credentials can go 
to the web site and request access to the publisher's personal information using the 
authentication credentials; 

Even if it could be said that the web site constitutes a publisher agent and/or a 
subscriber agent , there is no teaching or suggestion that the web site constitutes a 
gateway for all of said publisher's software applications or a gateway for all of said 
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community members software applications to process requests .... There is 
therefore no teaching of suggestion of the subject matter of claims 11 and 20 in the 
combination of Tomabene/Hertzog/Guan. The rejection of claims 1 1 and 20 is therefore 
deemed improper. As such, the subject matter of claims 11 and 20 is deemed to be 
allowable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Because amended claims 1 and 12 incorporate the subject matter of claims 11 
and 20, respectively, they are deemed allowable. In view of their dependence from 
allowable parents, the dependent claims are also deemed allowable. 

Claims 61 and 98: The Examiner relies on Hertzog, Fig. 9A, paragraph 01 17 and 
Fig. 22A as teaching or suggesting: 

wherein a subscriber of said publisher's address card can modify a local copy of 
said address card, said modified local copy being overwritten by any update published 
by said publisher based on an on-going subscription . 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. Specifically, Applicant disagrees that Hertzog, 
Fig. 22A teaches or suggests, said modified local copy being overwritten by any update 
published by sard publisher based on an on-going subscription . Fig. 22A has absolutely 
nothing to do with overwriting a modified copy of an address card. Fig. 22A shows the 
user interface of a messaging application wherein the publisher has directed a message 
. to the subscriber that some aspect of the publisher's personal information has changed 
(specification, paragraphs 0167-0168). No mention is made of overwriting a local copy 
of the address card Accordingly, there is no teaching in the combination of said 
modified local copy being overwritten by any update published by said publisher based 
on an on-going subscription . Nor does the combination suggest such subject matter. 

The ordinarily-skilled practitioner, with the motivation of allowing the subscriber 
- full control of the subscriber's address book, as shown and described in Fig. 9 A and 
paragraph 01 17 of the specification, would not be led to provide a means for overwriting 
a local copy modified by the subscriber by an update published by a publisher because 
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it would destroy the personal notes appended to the local copy by the subscriber, 
permanently depriving the subscriber of personal information of great value to the 
subscriber and defeating the goal of giving the subscriber full control of his or her own 
address book. 

There is, therefore, no teaching or suggestion of the subject matter of claims 61 
and 98 in the combination of Tornabene and Hertzog. As such, the subject matter of 
claims 61 and 98 is deemed allowable under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a). 

To describe the invention more clearly, claims 25 and 63 are amended to 
incorporate the subject matter of claims 61 and 98 respectively. Because amendied 
claims 25 and 63 incorporate allowable subject matter, they are deemed allowable. In 
view of their dependence from allowable parents, the dependent claims are also 
deemed allowable. 

Claims 7-9, 17, 20-22, 35-37, 72 and 74 are rejected as being unpatentable over 
Tornabene in view of Hertzog and further in view of Guan. As above, the present 
rejection as to claims 7 and 20 is rendered moot by the cancellation of claims 7 and 20. 
Otherwise, the present rejection is deemed overcome in view of the foregoing 
amendments. 

Claims 1 1 and 24 are rejected as being unpatentable over Tornabene in view of 
Hertzog and further in view of Hu. The present rejection is deemed overcome in view of 
the foregoing amendments. 

Claims 48 and 84 are rejected as being unpatentable over Tornabene in view of 
. Hertzog and further in view of Padwick and further in view of Slipstick. The present 
rejection is deemed overcome in view of the foregoing amendments. 

Claims 53-54, 58-59, 89-90 and 95-96 are rejected as being unpatentable over 
Tornabene in view of Hertzog and further in view of Padwick. The present rejection is 
deemed overcome in view of the foregoing amendments. 
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Claims 60 and 97 are rejected as being unpatentable over Tomabene in view of 
Hertzog and further in view of Padwick and further in view of Technet. The present 
rejection is deemed overcome in view of the foregoing amendments. 

Claims 50 and 86 are rejected as being unpatentable Tomabene in view of 
Hertzog and further in view of Padwick and further in view of U.S. publication no. 
2002/0049751 ("Chen"). The present rejection is deemed overcome in view of the 
foregoing amendments. 

Claims 7, 20, 61 and 98 are cancelled from the Application. No new matter is 
added by way of the above amendments. Applicant amends the claims in the interest of 
advancing prosecution of the Application. The foregoing amendments do not constitute 
agreement by Applicant with the Examiner's position. Nor are they evidence of intent to 
sacrifice claim scope. Applicant expressly reserves the right to pursue patent protection 
of a scope it reasonably believes it is entitled to in one or more future submissions to 
theUSPTO. 

5. For the record, Applicant respectfully traverses any and al! factual assertions in 
the file that are not supported by documentary evidence. Such include assertions 
based on findings of inherency, assertions based on official notice, and any other 
assertions of what is well known or commonly known in the prior art. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, the Application is deemed in allowable condition. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and prompt allowance of 
the claims. Should the Examiner have any questions regarding the Application, he is 
' invited to contact Applicant's attorney at 650-474-8400. 

t . Respectfully submitted, 



Michael A. Glenn 
Reg. No. 30,176 



Customer No. 22862 
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